In these supplemental materials, we provide further information on the measurement of niche and mainstream party strategies, robustness checks using a continuous measure of niche strategies, and the assignment of CMP categories to issue areas.
3) Mean party system salience: For each of these nine issue areas, we calculate the (weighted) mean salience of all parties excluding the respective party of interest. The formula for this is:
where µ j is the weighted mean salience of an issue area for party j in a party system, v pj is the vote share of the party divided by the total vote share (excluding party j), s p the proportion of the manifesto devotes to that issue area and k is the total number of parties.
Note that (1) v pj sums to 1 in every case and (2) this is calculated for all parties other than the party of interest itself.
4) Condition 1 -High emphasis on one or more non-economic issues compared to
competitors: A party is coded as emphasizing an issue more than its competitors if its salience is at least one weighted standard deviation above the mean party system salience.
The formula for this is: 
A continuous measure for niche party status
In the paper, we draw on Wagner's (2011a) dichotomous measurement approach to distinguish niche and mainstream parties. Conceptualizing the niche-mainstream divide in a dichotomous way is consistent with the existing literature on niche parties. It also allows us to understand changes using a transition model. Such a model enables us to distinguish clearly between the reasons for switching from niche-to-mainstream and from mainstream-to-niche strategies. Indeed, one of our most important findings in the paper is that vote-seeking incentives can explain nicheto-mainstream transitions but cannot account for mainstream-to-niche transitions. Apart from that, the dichotomous measure simplifies the analysis by allowing us to focus on the most significant changes in party issue emphasis. Nevertheless, we provide an additional robustness check of our results using a continuous measure for niche party status.
It is possible to derive a continuous measure for the 'degree' of a party's niche party strategy from the measurement approach suggested by Wagner (2011a). Wagner classifies a party as a niche party if (1) it emphasizes one or more (sufficiently salient) issue dimension(s) by at least one weighted standard deviation above the mean party system salience and (2) it deemphasizes economic issues compared to its competitors by at least one weighted standard deviation below the average party in the system.
The cut-points based on standard deviations were chosen because they arguably capture the difference between typical emphasis on topics and unusually high or low emphasis. However, it is also possible to derive a continuous measure from the manifesto-extracted salience information. We present the measure and the results of analysis using it to check the robustness of our main results.
Specifically, we build a continuous measure from conditions (1) and (2). For each policy
denote the relative issue salience rel_s jk of party j on issue k where s jk denotes party j's issue emphasis on issue k, µ jk denotes the (weighted) mean issue emphasis of the remaining parties (excluding party j) and σ jk stands for the weighted standard deviation (again, excluding party j).
Let k=1 indicate economic policies. For all non-economic issues,
is an indicator for a party's degree of pursuing an exclusively niche strategy. For the economic dimension, the reverse is true. Treating the economic dimension as the main dimension of electoral competition, a party tends to the niche pole if it deemphasizes economic policies.
Therefore,
can be taken as an indicator for a party's degree of pursuing an exclusively niche strategy.
Modeling transitions using a continuous measure
With a continuous dependent variable, we can no longer make use of transition models. This is unfortunate as we know from these models that the direction of change (niche-to-mainstream, We test Hypothesis 1 (General electoral change) using a linear regression model:
The value of b 1 will indicate the effect of vote changes for parties that were relatively mainstream at t-1 (and thus have a y j,t-1 value that equals 0). We expect this coefficient to be negative: the more successful a party is (i.e. vote change increases), the less likely it will be to increase its nicheness (y jt ). The interaction term then allows the effect of vote change to depend on the nicheness of the party at t-1. As nicheness at t-1 increases, we expect vote change to have a more positive effect, so parties pursuing a niche strategy will continue or strengthen this strategy if they are successful. This means that b 3 should be positive. We can test Hypotheses 2 to 4 by adding the necessary additional interaction terms to the above model.
The control variables included in all models are identical to the ones we include in the models in the paper: the policy profile at time t-2 (y j,t-2 ), party size and decade dummies. As in the transition model presented in the paper, we account for country-level heterogeneity using standard errors clustered by country.
We present the results of our robustness checks graphically. The exact results of the various regression models are presented in Table 1 of this document. To be able to compare our results here with those presented in the paper, we present effects for parties that pursue niche strategies at t-1. Therefore, we set the lagged value to a relatively high value (mean + 1 standard deviation). The graphs show whether parties react to the electoral defeat by switching to a more mainstream-like policy profile. Similar to the results presented in the paper, we present the effect of a vote loss of approximately 4 per cent compared to vote stability. Figure 1 shows the results using the continuous measure. Effect on strategy change likely to switch strategies as reaction to an electoral defeat than larger ones (H2). We also find in both panels that latecomers are more likely to react to changes in electoral fortunes than established parties (H3a). In addition, increasing party age reduces the likelihood to follow voteseeking incentives, although the pattern is weaker when using the continuous measure (H3b).
The Government constraint hypothesis (H4) is not robust to our alternative measurement approach. Using a continuous measure, we no longer find that government parties are constrained when switching from a niche to a mainstream profile. Therefore, in the paper itself we are cautious when interpreting our empirical results for the Government constraint hypothesis. The assignment of CMP issue categories into aggregate issue areas Bäck et al. (2011) originally distinguish 13 dimensions. Since we merge the economy, industry, health, finance and labor dimensions into one overall economy dimension, we are left with nine issue areas, each of which is designed to represent a typical area of responsibility of a government ministry. CMP issue categories are assigned to these nine areas as follows:
